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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Application filed on 3/24/04. 

2. Claims 1 - 1 6 are pending in the case. Claims 1 , 7, 10, 11, and 1 4 are 
independent. 

Priority 

3. Applicant is advised of possible benefits under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), 
wherein an application for patent filed in the United States may be entitled to the 
benefit of the filing date of a prior application filed in a foreign country. 

4. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), 
which papers have been placed of record in the file. 

5. Should applicant desire to obtain the benefit of foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d) prior to declaration of an interference, a translation of the 
foreign application should be submitted under 37 CFR 1 .55 in reply to this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 13, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

8. Claim 5 recites the limitation "said data definition file of the first type" in 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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9. Regarding claim 6, the metes and bounds of "the data definition file" (line 
5) and "a language of the data definition file" (lines 5 & 6) are unclear because 
there are so many different languages and data definition files claimed. It is 
unclear which "data definition file" and "language of data definition file" applicant 
is seeking to reference. 

10. Regarding claims 8, 12 and 15, the claims incorporate substantially 
similar subject matter as claim 5, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

1 1 . Regarding claims 9, 13 and 16, the claims incorporate substantially 
similar subject matter as claim 6, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent 

13. Claims 1 -4,7, 10, 1 1, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as 
being clearly anticipated by Ecolore (glossares.xml source code, glossaries. xml, 
glossaries_en.xml source code, glossaries. xml?lang=en, glossaries_el.xml sorce 
code, and glossaries.xml?lang=el). 

14. Regarding independent claim 1, Ecolore illustrates, via files 
glossaries_en.xml and glossaries_el.xml, a first memory storing a plurality of 
data definition files of a first type defining contents of data to be displayed 
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on said client computer. It should be noted that files glossaries_en.xml and 
glossaries_el.xml are equivalent to the claimed plurality of data definition files. 

The contents of these files are displayed to the client via 
ecolore.leeds.ac.uk/xml/links/glossaries.xml?lang=en, which specifies that 
ecolore.leeds.ac.uk/xml/links/glossaries.xml be displayed with the content 
defined in glossaries_en.xml as evidenced by its source code (Bottom of p 3 - 
middle of p 4). 

15. Ecolore illustrates, via file glossaries.xml, a second memory storing a 
data definition file defining, as data, file names of said data definition files 
of the first type. It should be noted that file glossaries.xml is equivalent to the 
claimed data definition file defining, as data, file names of said data 
definition files of the first type, since glossaries.xml defines, as data, file 
names of the data definition files of the first type, specifically glossaries_en.xml 
and glossaries. xml?lang=el, as illustrated on p 2 of glossaries.xml. 

16. Ecolore teaches that the html document was generated from XML using 
XSLT (source code of glossaries.xml, p 1, line 3) and that the user can choose a 
language via one of the links (glossaries.xml), which is equivalent to the claimed 
a third memory storing a style definition file, defining a style for displaying 
said data definition file, and switching a file to be displayed among said 
plurality of data definition files of the first type by using said data definition 
file of the second type. It should be noted that the XSLT is equivalent to the 
claimed style definition file, and the user's choice of language by clicking one of 
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the links (el or en) in the glossaries.xml page is equivalent to the claimed 
switching a file to be displayed. 

17. Ecolore illustrates a display displaying data on the client computer 
using the files stored in said first, second and third memories, since the 
data that is displayed to the client is the webpage of glossaries.xml?lang=en, 
which is glossaries.xml with the content of glossaries_en.xml rendered by an 
XSLT. This data is displayed when a client accesses the glossaries.xml page and 
chooses English as his/her language of preference 

(ecolore. leeds.ac.uk/xml/links/glossaries.xml?lang=en). 

18. Regarding dependent claim 2, Ecolore teaches that the html document 
was generated from XML using XSLT (source code of glossaries.xml, p 1 , line 3), 
which is equivalent to the claimed display language is switched by switching 
a file used for display by said style definition file. 

19. Regarding dependent claim 3, Ecolore illustrates in the top left hand 
corner of glossaries.xml webpage that by using said data definition file of the 
second type in said client computer, a menu for selecting a file used for 
display is displayed, since glossaries.xml is equivalent to the claimed data 
definition file of the second type. 

20. Ecolore teaches that when a user makes a selection via the drop down 
menu the appropriate page, glossaries. xml?lang=en for example, is displayed 
(glossaries.xml source code, p 2), which is equivalent to the claimed by 
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receiving a user's selection through said menu, the file used for display is 
switched. 

21 . Regarding dependent claim 4, Ecolore teaches that the html document 
was generated from XML using XSLT (source code of glossaries.xml, p 1 , line 3), 
which is equivalent to the claimed said data definition file is XML and said 
style definition file is XSLT. 

22. Regarding claims 7, 10, 11 and 14, the claims incorporate substantially 
similar subject matter as claims 1 - 4, and are rejected along the same rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

23. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

24. Claims 5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 13, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ecolore (glossares.xml source code, glossaries.xml, 
glossaries_en.xml source code, glossaries.xml?lang=en, glossaries_el.xml sorce 
code, and glossaries.xml?lang=el) as applied to claims 1 -4, 7, 10, 11, and 14 



above, and further in view of Bravery et al. (20030037076). 
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25. Regarding dependent claim 5, Ecolore does not explicitly teach that a 
fourth memory storing a data definition file of a third type defining a 
portion to be displayed among contents of the data of said data definition 
file of the first type; wherein said display displays data in said client 
computer by using files stored in said first, second, third and fourth 
memories. 

26. Bravery et al. teach that XSL is a language for expressing style sheets 
which describe presentation characteristics such as which data fields of an XML 
file are to be displayed, where they are to be displayed on the page, and how to 
display them (paragraph block 0005), which is equivalent tot the claimed a fourth 
memory storing a data definition file of a third type defining a portion to be 
displayed among contents of the data of said data definition file of the first 
type. 

27. Bravery et al. teach that a presentation markup file built for each page and 
for each distinct markup language. This file defines how the page will look in a 
given markup language for a class of display device (paragraph block 0042), 
which is equivalent to the claimed wherein said display displays data in said 
client computer by using files stored in said first, second, third and fourth 
memories 

28. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the teachings of Ecolore with that of bravery et al. 
because such a combination would provide the readers of Ecolore with a method 
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of generating device-type-specific XSLT style sheets from relatively simple page 
layout files or presentation skeleton' files (paragraph block 0010). 

29. Regarding dependent claim 6, Ecolore does not explicitly teach that 
said data definition file of the third type describes device information and 
each of said plurality of data definition files of the first type has same 
structure, holds the device information as tag attribute, and has a 
description corresponding to a characteristic of the data definition file 
including a description corresponding to a language of the data definition 
file. 

30. Bravery et al. teach a presentation markup file built for each page and for 
each distinct markup language. This file defines how the page will look in a given 
markup language for a class of display device (paragraph block 0042), which is 
equivalent to the claimed said data definition file of the third type describes 
device information. 

31 . Bravery et al. teach that in a presentation skeleton, some of the 
presentation markup required to define the desired presentation characteristics 
for a particular Web page, markup language and device class has been 
substituted by XSLT statements or special purpose XML tags that reference 
components. The markup within a presentation skeleton largely comprises the 
subset of presentation markup which is unique to a particular page and the 
component reference tags and XSLT statements are used to reference the 
subset of presentation characteristics which are shared across many pages as 
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well as the incorporation of dynamic data from a back-end system (paragraph 
block 0042), which is equivalent to the claimed each of said plurality of data 
definition files of the first type has same structure, holds the device 
information as tag attribute, and has a description corresponding to a 
characteristic of the data definition file including a description 
corresponding to a language of the data definition file. 

32. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the teachings of Ecolore with that of bravery et al. 
because such a combination would provide the readers of Ecolore with a method 
of generating device-type-specific XSLT style sheets from relatively simple page 
layout files or 'presentation skeleton' files (paragraph block 0010). 

33. Regarding claims 8, 9, 12, 13, 15, and 16, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject matter as claims 5 and 6, and are rejected along the 
same rationale. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Nathan Hillery whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-4091. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F, 10:30 a.m. - 
7:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Heather R. Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Doug Hutton 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 21 76 
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